The said paper [Su2] entitled "Proof Of Two Dimensional Jacobian Conjecture" is false.
(1). The said lemma is based on formula (3.56) on page 16. Using formula (3.56) he makes several computations, and he uses the argument (on page 17, the 8th line from the bottom) that But the sum of these two terms is nonzero (with coefficient α 1 i k + α 2 j k < 0). From his previous arguments, we only know that
which can be see as
There is no way to show that We may find an example to formula (3.56) with p ′ = 1, q ′ = 1, (p = p ′ /q ′ = 1), d 2 = 3, α ′ = 0,F 1 = y 2 (y + x), P = y(y + x), c ′ 2 = −x. Note that the formula (3.56) is reduced to −2F −1 1 P ∂ yF1 + 3∂ y P = −x and satisfied by our data.
Thus the conclusion α ′ = 1 of lemma 3.10 is false. A few words for Mr. Su
The problem of Jacobian Conjecture is very hard. Perhaps it will take human being another 100 years to solve it. Your attempt is noble, Maybe the Gods of Olympus will smile on you one day. Do not be too disappointed.
B. Sagre has the honor of publishing three wrong proofs and C. Chevalley mistakes a wrong proof for a correct one in the 1950's in his Math Review comments, and I.R. Shafarevich uses Jacobian Conjecture (to him it is a theorem) as a fact. You are in a good company. One only remembers the correct statements from Scientists and Mathematicians, nobody remembers the wrong ones. 
